


To Vciiin 'i'nsa ffuii Wsisb *„£ — K2.ti£ iiijsftfi3l.n3.ti3n jf-USCSvls. 

Privacy Act records, both a; pealed 

Aa the FIXi pefecta its bulldla£*-in of obfuscation ana confusion y a process I 
have been to observe ovwj’ a period of tins©* J.1 to create n<3 r dl©as 

problems and to say what it perhaps does not intend. 

Enclosed arc copies of two letters, with attachments, that I reocivod from Jin 
Le-.ar in today's nail. Both were s-nt to bin by the m'n VOIa/PK chief. ‘xsUreleht 
did not ipjrvi wa oitb&r on original letter, a copy of the attachments. 

Each letter begins with the otiitooont that it "is .W^’P onoo to the adrdniatrative 
appeal of your client f Harold Weioborg, fvm the denial. .. M in on* caoe of Baltimore, 
the ethrr of lob Angeles. 

It happens that I do net; haw a case in court on the denial o flrcu: *jy Privacy Act 
request and that I h^ve not aakiK tor. ‘-sear to r. present k*i it the administrative 
level. Vhereforo, aasiwiiig that despite our uany disagreements Sir. JicC'reight* ie not 
an untruthful FBI executive, I alno assume that he refers to n oaae in court. Of c\y 
present oaties in da.oti’iov oc *rt &r. can be referring only to cue* C.A# 

75-t996. both sets of ettttChfceutn relate to a kind of rjrvMJLlnnoti cn x* and there 
is such an Item in tlie request involved in C»A«75— 1996. Albeit with no prior ocvnplianco. 

In thin I iudke a new appeal of the now ancient appeals!, not &r. ^aar, filed. 

I appeal the dsniai. by vcLu holding si thou t any claim to any exiaaption in uho covering 
letters or cn the utteehft»it& an?! the absence of any callu: to exemption noted on the 
documents themselves. 

As I have had oacaoion to reninfl you & nuubar of tixaea recently in 1976 tho Judge 
directed tiist no FBI naaes be withheld, -ids was done in both matters. 

Th* uc* provided r^ooixja of both offices ore of a monitoring of exorooaiou and 
belief tlist ia a form of aurvoilianc© *uid to t e beat of my knowledge w£2th without 
sanction. I know of no bnnis for the FBI to h»?ve engaged in this kind of activity, 
no legitimate authorisation of the a ponding of public moneys in these wayc. 

In each case the file la a 100 Uie a:- au-CAlled "internal occur* ty, M ( While I 
pre»Uh>e it ia not new to you it now turns out that with regard to itn own internal 
security and that of its records the FEI has been tlirowing stones from inside a 
glass house . ) I zvgard including me in any kind of a ^security 1 ' files a deliberate 
defamatic.. end I *£*iisi ask for any and all relevant records. 1 )iavw not, in any 
proceeding, case, fom or cunner been provided with auy baa is for so classifying 
any record about or relating to ci&. Ab 1 review ii$y o\m life and my affiliation^ *md 
lack of them, my acts and beliefs 1 recall nothing that pan justify any official 

s£.U.<<.'U.ZL 

right to clarify «g mi aa "internal' o1^”tkUtional seetdr,/ 1 object or risk. ik>w I 
cannot eviy thi.r. for those who violate lava, like thr Freedom of Information Act; thos® 
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wiio violate the Constitution, as in denying citizens the onjoyoent of privacy and 
the s* ~arity of tiwir liomea and property or intrude into legal rights, as of privacy in 
consultation vith counsel j tl^ose w)bo official br*»t\kixiCB and caterings and 

burglaries! those who without authorisation intercept <k>^ unieations* those who 
destroy records involvod in criminal and civil cases la court | or those who swear 
falsely in courts of law# 

T 1 v 2 xerox of i?y lefcfcdi to the editor of the local paper, whioh on any subject ia 
none of the I'hl's business, was originally classified for filing aa 103-27007 

on 1 2/&>/l0. (This date coincides in time with my filing several FGIA suits against 
the FBI* Is this what mokes me a riok?) T hJa than was stricken through and 190-18-5 
replaced it# I cannot b*- certain cat I do not recall receiving any i «oo rda fruu any 
190 file before now. Therefore, other records reacln withheld# 

There la another entry, obliterated, under date of 4/21/71# 'fhia ia imi&odiately 
after publication of my bock on the ^ing Rssaooiuation, Frame-Op, which in critical 
of tho FBI's rueori in tl ml C&dt* itU *2ia*^ appa^ra to bo the aane impld^mt and in 
the same bond tlie 100 file designation we* restored. 

bhile I doubt that tho subject matter of my letter interests you, because it does 
relate to the firing of a college profeasor wto had been critical of the FBI at another 
college# if «o are to observe consistent policies and atandarcie when nay 1 expect the 
firing flf the Attorney Uenersl, the ywi Director aud an fimiorta*nt of other public 
officials, including elected rcpreoGntatives and Judges? These are among thoae who 
have found the courage, long after t&e, to cri tides the FHL# 

ho record la provided explaining either the clipping of thic letter, the justification 
for it or its forvardlt# froa the Frederick Rsaidoa^y to t>e Baltimore Field Office# 

Please note also that vith my name underacored there is the direction "Index. w 
Thin means that the prior assurances of the Baltimore Field Office of having searched 
its indices rfere false assurances# (Glass house attain#) May 1 now aak that you obtain 
a copy of any firul nil indite untrioa rfcH.tiug to w and give ue your ascisrsnoes that 
my api-eoLa liaa been processed properly? When the BFO lies X think you have no other 
choice if appeal in to be meaningful and once you learn of the lying# 

With regard to 157-46 1 G-i 24 1 know of no tiling to justify tjie FiE belief it reflects 
as expurgated - that I atd so door* pit I Cu ,K>t ruosll the ass ia of the S/> to whoa I 
loaii^feu t icaa record# I recall thiis uud hio omborras‘jr<>ent whan he returned tltom in the 
company of a other agent - and read to me what he had been directed to rend to me from 
a yellow legal pad# v^tili witliheld, please provide.) I know only to well that I h^va 
failed biit I really do «ot iuiow of anything in i*y recent dealing with tiie FBI to entice 
or perauace them to bolitm I hvve so few mrrblen left# (Aside frew t.blr there :ta th* 
continuing question of t e withholding of FBI names#) 



It 1 b Romld Liehtin^er* I intend no oJYonae in refaxrii>f; to hie as a neighbor f 
albeit enf; who ancon; <dnce then to have o pasted placing more diat&noe between our 
re.ddenoflf* And I hasten to eccure you that vhils th*.- owners of thb local Kod Horae 
may disagree with me I do not record Me 5 ir/olv’^nt with a iun or sons in a uaiiov)©en 
prank in wliich the life-nised symbol uf n red horse uas Iju plicated any real threat 

to inters 1 security# Sven FBI boys will indoud be boys* rvgardlouB of actual nge* 

In the abcn^Sc* cf claii to oiaciption lor the obliteration of his xiaao t going oa 
a long and contemptuous ^ast. I h«*li«;vB V\\ unmade oltfija la Lo protect nis privacy* 

Now do you suppose this is because fcia mi ue f address and phono number appear on &<&* 

106 of the curj/ent local phone book? 

r/]iat In not obliterated an Uk etaftp at the bottom notws indexing and serial- 
isation. (l would apprclote iteration of the mcsf«l«a tb*t itf r.«adb without claiiu 
to exemption and thur outside the exsaptioais of the Act* ) But vhen I sue I am now 
aerialiaad under "boobing matte ra" end "racial matte .-a” in addition to "internal 
«ecurity M and I recall that I have also boon listed und-^r "loyalty, ""treu^o n' 1 and 
"espiomvro, ” I find it difficult to b-,UoVi> t the ixzjx l'dl* in a x\*ucrd a copy of 
which I have provided you fv on ths eviscerated hoag tiller, *te* stated oil? I f. un- 
equivooh L iy tliat 1 hove n ver been involved in ztny original activity-# (Yhat, I remind 
ycUj Cff&ly uecausc. lii t'&'£ roc era ,1 vos clussii’ied under "bank robbery . n ) 

Objectionable as I find this ^liee-ututisaa i oIbo iak* acme reassurance from 
it - that despite ay age am* health the FBI h*n fallen apart non? tht<j I 2uvo. 

An unclear note at the better* of the first page Boei&a to bo '-‘Boat#" *Ms, if tiie 
Ci!iCO * i£ addition to indexing 1 tiiink requires no further explanation and does roqui.ro 
the record it reflate being profiled# 

How if you wad this record you way find an exploration for <hat I refill aa 
having bean e^baironning to fch* hero of the &ed Horse adventure, having to road tie 
a letter tea* tJi* ***I would not send &»• Bot a full Bxpltimition^^nu^rjtand. But 
enough. If I cite only th* last of the it-jaiaation of the ,r ginut«aen M /jL loaned the 
FBI, the part on tht> second page of 1J sting, n ***trstelJB£ docvicnn is* * • and other huii«*- 
tinn containing detailed instruction o on the m-mufacture of booby traps and ot)u*r 
exploit vua devices and alienators end weapons" it may appear tixat I aw something other 
than anti-police or anti-lc^and-cri^r* oven Fdl styles (a full explanation i&ight 
lead to the belief that through r*u informer nnvad sc^ac- tiling like Irathwohl itui 
had its part of re opor.nl bill ty for Vx> ^renwich v'illa/^e explosion ii» which ccvrr^J 
"Weather^Ktoplo" lost their lives#) 

Thvr n.^rt iB incomplete* 1 wuulc! appxeoiata those piigec? that preoeed it# I 
would also appreciate copiefi of any and all rscordis I have already requested that 
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in thn P'SL's concept of legality and propriety kau nx* uouer "oMCUvlty inv^o±feation f 11 
even if it io 4J thfc fucb that Tdiero ia not ouffioi«nt iijf ormtion to reerit f'lrth^r 
investigation under cur.xmt criteria for security invoa ti^txouu . 11 t somebody was 
pretty brave in that FLl, J think* ) 

There is the reeo»a. eadatim "that tbie earn be closed abiulnis tratx seiy 4 * hny £ 
pl> hl& ha?e the record of tills. Youa know, wlist ie in tliat index that searched, 

so the FBI saiu. 

1 think 1 oan understand :&y subscribing Vo the iiationai Guardian ie not held 
ttcainot nc. If it were consistent than ih«- Fill would bcs jNHidvr Lriar r*4 from its 
subscriptions to the Daily Worker and its subsidizing of the Communist *srty vi.th 
tax fundn. (The next u oiiunyjaou£ i*aiijna; :: of photographs of the subscription list 
Ytould not have disclose.' that I \n& a nubaaribsr bouuoao 1 would not subscribe nfter 
radicals took that publication over.) 

l f tt cjrnt^ful for b in* . redndoci of tli&t hauty letter, improper ae thin hind of 
surveillance and uonssilc intt’llignac* operation ana compilation in. It seeme tnat 
I wue not alone in *wpr?r.rin£ vic.is. licit long thereafter tliere wns a cienning- 

ful ohbXic in th* adaini.Ttra.ti on si ftcod college ii liouriehtcu ana expanded 
caortcoutfly while other colleges were going broko. I do not au<7(*ect that tsy letter 
bftjfll #u ytfcin& io do with this. But I do ^Ugfi03t that there ia red danger in any 
official f oH^idly those with police concepts. posting judgera:nts 021 the belief a 
of Axoericmia - particularly ^hen thoe^ \sro pa 33 tlt-ce rtiiccx belief a 

that wore outdated at S&lGfiw 

All of vki* should remind you of the rent of those withheld records. Of cool's© 

I would /vr>prci:\t3 thou but tt'ftrc is no ladle at ion that they will bo provided at all 
soon. Until tliat happy day would you bo klcd. envu&k vo pav/viue ns with the ivcordo 
reflectln;: that tills appeal in being prooosoou as uouutisss affidavit utate is practice, 
in ooquanoo of receipt? fig belief ii> that tijs appeal ie well over two y&exa old. 

Because I cannot provide the tronwcrlpt of former Sa William Lawrence 1 a testimony 
before th-f Hour,:: is&aaains ccrsuitt ©a I enclose a marked copy of a story fro^ the 
Washington -tar of 11/2^/76 ti>«t has juot readied e e. I have marked what appears to 
bo a continuous part of t.o story in two different pert to be fair to thj fill 
be<xaiiBfc aawivnoe is quoted as having knowledge of Fbl investigations 1 do not recall 
being reflect ed in the kuuphis Field Office records 1 have received. If hie toctlrony 
is truthful than 1 o£ c our?*> np f »ra3. wlthltol-iu^a. I iiave separate the first part of 
what X liave marked because from thie records I did receive I owioi xouuh for what 
ho is quoted as testifying to having seen. Asked it the FBI "was too racially binned 1 * 
he replied. "I categori cully deny that." 



Lavfrsacs? jaiui. Kir? vJv low*.* tjnoi'nt-- « 1£*ou&tfid& oif ui' 

intelli^uics records# Ot littd* i itav^ aacJ fcava rwl aey*raX thOtmnd* X*: theia I found 
adult txLiiuka buin& referred to us "toys," w ^ood'‘arui "baa," naturally ; and ai n *:Qrito&$ 
faced* " 

whin an •»-<** ’ll "C l>Xuo*i auu; iu, z vi J*ri4*U >~>j£jak? (ice/goHat touii* also nuturcXly, 

Uomu a euoject of n*wrance/howi01sl internet aad 1 b vopcrteJ eta .nztensiVvly , » 
w*i>a her prior anaAciations. ioul liar relctiuna for nevorul generstiono, with femoral 
employment duly noted. .1 don't recall how old th* pi did wan 1/e tho last ^uch record 
I re.su but it lu,ti Won uoja, reported in larval u records. vDotfi one wonder about 
the? cri/.o rata'i ') 

lly own view la tlmt if hi/* own carvor ia not to "awreuce "racially bin^od*’ 
when thi:i la but a glimpse of it than hie word cannot b*> taken without co/if irsiution 
with roamed to exiotmg rvcovda i io no. /acall ix<o«iviAg. 

If the i’bl had complied with try requent for the iuUosw or if you had had the 
na comply on appeal 1 might nave bean ado to be oor? helpful in tho foregoing. 

Oftsn it ia not difficult to bo fiirly confident of the withhold id untifi options, 
fcuueu in ina « win '£iUwtfcld idea iii xuation on the incomplete Baltimore record is 
of fiottft, hue bund Word * wlfo Uanadisn citizen mined tetlvti. (Kite u-.nor would wa-co-sa 
an Aaerictut citinen, reportedly because of iwr attitude toward toe United states. 

What oettur credentials for an ihi nourcev Uuleuo it bo those others refolded tc, 
fCgurativeiy ana litorully 'luxors./ 1 oaopoct teat another withholding from tho 
1*8 Angelen eecordr. on which you fcnvn net noted jmsj' be Eharaslv - j*»i 1 cun *nuuiy 
gueoa hia source for that particular mendacity that tho FBI promptly provided to ths 
Secret Service, of which ail t.-at was reprasontod in that record was false. 

ttlun tee fa! cannot reun itu own indices faithfully - and do 1 have to tell you 
the ir.port.vm® to the Phi of these cards? — can uc ever owt.pliunce'? 

Kuuh tiuie {something coca out of the auric of tliose seerst rs-cordt. it disdooes 
remaining recoras not provided - and the ini's knowledge of it fxoa the searching 
and frou the proceoslug. 

3. you "h.eo -r din 3 1 te? r- eoigjit uo diiig'E-ntiy from thoue who did not weloun tlio 
preeer:ce ol' the single Jew in the hyattatown urea J beli«v^we you vidd find take 
origin os' the foulest of those sumy libels, that ny wife and I celebrated tho 
•hiasiaa revolution -ivory year, lou wilx uleo find ti^at tlsio Mac scut to tlw White 
House sml both .ic"ut-*s cf Cor.gntjs out th-.t iu> effort wns ever made to learn tlmt it 
was fairs, ubviounly. Teen it cou'ut nom n«ve be«*n tictul. could it? do I do not » y_ y® ct 
you to find ai^ r..coru of uuy effort raado to coufirm wlrnt tlw Fnl knew eoula not be 
true when it defamed wo with it in more way® thatl 1 have told you. 



